Abstract
Notice
A succinct description of the Euro+Med Project, with a list of recognised territories and their abbreviations, and the conventions used to indicate the status and presence of taxa, can be found in the introduction to the first instalment (Greuter & Raab-Straube 2005: 223-226 ; emended in Greuter & Raab-Straube 2006: 707) . It is not repeated here. Please note that for the territory of France ("Ga" in the sense of Flora Europaea), now the following subdivisions may be used: Ga(C): Channel Islands Ga(F): mainland France Ga(M): Monaco The Notulae provide on one hand the opportunity to validate new scientific names and combinations that are required under the recommended taxonomic classification but do not yet exist. On the other hand, they permit to document distributional data that have not yet been published in print -both new records and the correction of old erroneous ones. The author of each entry is either named at its end or, in the case of uncommented new combinations, is acknowledged as the author of the combination.
The full treatments of the families dealt with here (plus Rosaceae and 28 minor ones) can be consulted via the Euro+Med Plantbase website (Euro+Med 2006+ Burchard (1929: 204-205) , and was thereafter considered an endemic of the eastern Canary Island (Hansen & Sunding 1993: 54-55; Bramwell & Bramwell 2001: 352; Acebes & al. 2004: 134 Burchard (1929: 204) and Sunding & Kunkel (1972: 51) suggested. It can be distinguished by its leaves with few, entire, wide lobes. The lectotype specimen in FI-W is in good agreement with the original description, according to which the leaves are but slightly sinuate. In wild populations of this species, individuals with divided leaves are found, a feature not mentioned by Bolle. In the protologue this species is also reported from "Handia" (Jandia) on Fuerteventura, but that record was, we believe, based on poorly developed individuals of S. leucanthemifolius s. ; Manen & al. 2004) . Furthermore the anomalous placement of Cistanche (see ) suggests that Orobanche s.l. might have to be further split into Aphyllon Mitch., Myzorrhiza Phil., Phelipanche Pomel and Boulardia F. W. Schultz (= Ceratocalyx Coss.). On this basis, and taking into account different basic chromosome numbers (Schneeweiss & al. 2004[b] ) and morphological differences, several new nomenclatural combinations have been published. Also, some new species have been described under Pheli panche (e.g., by Carlón & al. 2005 Carlón & al. , 2008 . However, studies based on RAPD (Román & al. 2003 ) and plastid DNA sequences -rps2 (dePamphilis & al. 1997) , matK (Young & al. 1999 ) and rbcL (Nickrent & al. 1998; Manen & al. 2004; Park & al. 2007 ) -suggest deviating relationships among the taxa belonging to Orobanche sect. Orobanche and O. sect. Trionychon, arranging them differently in the resulting cladograms.
The question of a natural classification of the complex is thus still open, and molecular data, at present, provide firmer support to inclusion of O. sect Orobanche and O. sect. Trionychon in the same genus than to generic segregation. We therefore share the opinion of Crespo & Pujadas (2006) and consider the genus Orobanche in a wide sense, including the four traditional sections in the circumscription of Beck (1930) . The two new combinations proposed below result from this choice.
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